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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-8 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



3. Claims 1, 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Unger et al 
(hereinafter Unger), US Patent 5,721,910. 



5. As per claims 1, 3 and 5, Unger taught the invention substantially as claimed including a 
computer-implemented method/computer program product having a computer-readable medium 
holding computer-executable instructions for performing a method for managing a plurality of 
personal documents (col.2, lines 58-63, col. 13, lines 2-15), comprising 



4. 



Unger was cited on the previous office action. 



a. loading one of the plurality of personal documents into storage, said loaded 



document having a category (col.2, lines 58-65); 



b. determining the document category (col.3, lines 9-15); 
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c. receiving at least one processing rule, wherein the rule is associated with the 
document category (coL3, lines 22-28, col.4, lines 44-57, coL7, lines 40-46), and 
wherein said processing rule embodies information flow knowledge between said 
loaded document and other of said plurality of personal documents (col.4, lines 
44-57, col.5, lines 17-35, col.7, lines 40-46); and 

d. processing said loaded document according to the processing rule (col. 3, lines 22- 
28, col.4, lines 44-57, col.7, lines 40-46). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



7. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over linger et al 
(hereinafter Unger), US Patent 5,721,910. 



8. As per claim 7, Unger taught the invention substantially as claimed including a method 
comprising: 

a. Accessing, on the one or more first computers, computer-executable instructions, 
which when executed by a computer (col. 2, lines 58-63, col. 13, lines 2-15), 
perform the steps of: 
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i. loading one of a plurality of personal documents into storage, said loaded 
document having a category (coL2, lines 58-65); 

ii. determining the document category (coL3, lines 9-15); 

iii. receiving at least one processing rule, wherein the rule is associated with 
the document category (col.3, lines 22-28, col.4, lines 44-57, col.7, lines 
40-46), and wherein said processing rule embodies information flow 
knowledge between said loaded document and other of said plurality of 
personal documents (coL4, lines 44-57, col. 5, lines 17-35, col.7, lines 40- 
46); and 

iv. processing said loaded document according to the processing rule (col.3, 
lines 22-28, col.4, lines 44-57, col.7, lines 40-46). 

9. linger did not specifically teach the system to transfer the computer-executable 
instructions from the one or more first computers to the second computer connected to the one or 
more first computer through a communications medium. However, linger taught that the 
method can be implemented in a computer system (col.4, lines 33-43) and that the documents 
may be on a CD-ROM, in a database, a LAN/WAN or on the Internet (col. 1 , lines 49-54, col.6, 
lines 51-55), Furthermore, linger taught to search for documents and electronically store the 
results in tables (coL5, lines 56-66) wherein the documents may be stored remotely over the 
Internet (col.l, lines 49-54, col.6, lines 51-55). Official Notice is taken that both the concept and 
advantage of transferring computer-executable instruction from one computer to another is well 
known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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transfer data files or executable instruction from one computer to another through a medium in a 
computer system especially in obtaining/requesting data files in LAN/WAN or Internet networks 
from remote databases. One would have been motivated to send a requesting/searching 
instruction to a remote computer containing databases to obtain the desired documents from the 
database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to allow users to transfer the computer-executable instruction contained in Unger's 
system from one computer to another through a communication medium for sharing purposes. 

10. Claims 2, 4, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Unger et al (hereinafter linger), U.S. Patent 5,721,910, in view of MacPhail, U.S. Patent 
5,107,419. 

1 1 . MacPhail was cited on the previous office action. 

12. As per claims 2, 4, 6 and 8, Unger taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
1,3,5 and 7. Unger did not specifically teach the processing rule to include retention criteria for 
determining how long to save the document. MacPhail taught a document classification system 
to have the processing rule to include retention criteria for determining how long to save the 
document (col.l, lines 59-63, col.3, lines 6-9, 19-21, 26-33). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Unger 
and MacPhail because MacPhail' s teaching of using retention criteria to determine whether the 
documents stored in the document storage exceeds expiration date can help the processing rule in 
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linger' s system to automatically delete the to documents that are no longer needed to save 
system storing space (col.l, lines 59-63). 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's arguments, filed on 2/6/2004, with respect to claims 1-8 have been 
considered but are not persuasive and are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR LI 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi:om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this 
final action. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenny Lin whose telephone number is (703)305-0438. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM to 5 PM Tuesday to Friday and every other Monday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703)305-8498. Additionally, the fax numbers for 
Group 2100 are as follows: 

Official Responses: (703) 872-9306 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)305-6121. 
ksl 

March 19, 2004 




